Introduction
The Palestinian-Israeli conflict is a protracted social conflict and a complicated internationalised dispute that is characterised by terrorism. It also typifies the relative legitimacy debate on the use of terrorism that is so enshrined in the orthodox understanding. It is therefore an ideal case study for applying the comprehensive framework for rethinking the roots of terrorism that was constructed in the last chapter; this will be the subject of the next chapter. The purpose of this chapter is to frame the Palestinian-Israeli conflict within a historical context by evaluating the historical and subjective discourses that are used to understand the conflict. The aim is to critically examine the discourses employed, and evaluate how and why they are used to interpret and understand the suggested historical facts and events of the conflict. This will help determine the relative understanding of the roots causes of terrorism.
The evaluation of historical events and the generation of facts is a precarious venture from the outset as E H Carr points out in What is History? He suggests that the facts can often exist as untenable theories of history.
1 Foucault argues that historical facts are often seen as the truth, or regimes of truth, that can be easily established by a combination of power and perceived knowledge.
2 This suggests that the perceived roots of conflict and terrorism are often enshrined in subjective historical realities, established through relative facts and the construction of regimes of truth. The events of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict are no exception, as they are also the subject of a fierce historiography debate. The intention in this chapter is not to discover the universal 'truth' of the conflict as this may well prove to be a quixotic quest; by employing a critical theory and discourse analysis approach to the events. I intend to scrutinize the particular theories, frameworks and historical structures through which the facts are perceived and established. This is in order to examine what tasks they are designed for and ultimately for what purpose the interpretation of the facts and the creation of perceived truths are required. This study will focus primarily on illustrating how these different discourses relate to the understanding of the roots of the conflict and ultimately of terrorism.
Before moving to an examination of the creation of the history of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, I would briefly like to outline the current historiography debate that surrounds the conflict. As I have suggested, the manipulation of history for the creation of facts that can be employed to vindicate a particular policy, or reinforce an ideology, are a common feature of conflicts where adversarial interpretations of historical events are employed. This suggests a battle of history can often ensue that aims to negate the opponents claim to legitimacy whilst asserting ones own, often characterised by a propaganda war. As Kimmerling explains, history is a powerful tool in both domestic and external conflict and is used to form meta-narratives that determine legal, political and territorial claims as well as being responsible for establishing individual and collective identities. 4 Without doubt both the Palestinians and the Israelis employ their own collective and relative understanding of history upon which their claims to legitimacy and justice are based. This not only sustains the conflict, as each actor believes they have sole legitimacy of action and the exclusive right to justice, but it is also a barrier to peace, as recognition of the others claims casts into question the validity of their own history upon which the conflict and the inherent ideologies of action are based. This is the basis of the current historiography debate within Israeli society. It is an academic debate essentially re-thinking Israeli history focusing particularly on 1948 and how the 'Arab' is perceived in established Israeli history, with specific reference to the refugee situation. Ilan Pappe outlines this debate, which he suggests began in the 1980s with scholarly works by the 'new historians' or 'revisionists' that strongly challenged the Israeli public's self-image, collective memory and established historical 'truths'. 5 Flapan, for example, recommends the re-examination of certain myths surrounding the birth of Israel that have become accepted historical truth and which are central to the creation of structures of thinking and propaganda. 6 Although this 'new history' began by focusing on the events of 1948, as Finkelstein points out, it has now spread to include a rethinking of all Israeli history.
